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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-30 have been examined. Claims 1,18, 24, 29, and 30 are the 
independent claims. The priority date recognized for this application is 
07/14/2003. 

Oath/Declaration 

2. The Office acknowledges receipt of a properly signed oath/declaration 
filed on 07/14/2003. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

4. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Okita et al. US 6,225,998 B1 (hereinafter Okita). 

Claim 1: 

Okita discloses a method of alerting a user to configuration errors of shapes 
representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the 
method comprising: 
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(a) displaying an icon next to a shape to represent at least one configuration 
error associated with the shape (see for example column 15, lines 48-66, FIG. 5, 
item 504, and related text); and 

(b) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed 
solution to a configuration error (see for example column 7, lines 27-31, column 
15, lines 48-66)). 

Claim 2: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1, further including: 

(c) comparing shape configuration parameters of the shape to configuration 
parameter rules (see for example column 5, lines 41-51). 

Claim 3: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 2, wherein the configuration 
parameter rules are selected based on a context in which the shape is being 
used (see for example column 5, lines 26-41). 
Claim 4: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 2, wherein (c) is performed after (a) 
and further including: 

(d) removing the icon when the configuration error no longer exists (see for 
example column 15, lines 48-66). 

Claim 5: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 2, wherein (c) is repeated periodically 
(see for example column 5, lines 41-51). 
Claim 6: 
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Okita further discloses the method of claim 5, wherein (c) is repeated when at 
least one configuration parameter of the shape changes (see for example column 
5, lines 41-51). 
Claim 7: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 6, wherein (c) is repeated when at 
least one configuration parameter of a shape other than the shape in (a) changes 
(see for example column 5, lines 41-51). 
Claim 8: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises a dialog box (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 9: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the dialog box prompts a 
user to initialize a variable (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 10: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the dialog box prompts a 
user to set a configuration parameter (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 11: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises a wizard (see for example FIG. 3, item 302, and related text) 
Claim 12: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises creating a new design element (see for example column 5 
line 57- column 6, line 4). 
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Claim 13: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises adding a shape (see for example column 6, lines 58-65). 
Claim 14: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one 
configuration error comprises a necessary shape that is not connected to the 
shape in (a) (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 15: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one 
configuration error comprises configuration parameters set in an inconsistent 
manner (see for example column 1 5, lines 48-66). 
Claim 16: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 15, wherein the inconsistent 
configuration parameters are configuration parameters of the same shape (see 
for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 17: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 15, wherein the inconsistent 
configuration parameters are configuration parameters of at least two shapes 
(see for example column 15, lines 2- 14). 
Claim 18: 

Okita discloses a method of alerting a user of configuration errors of shapes 
representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the 
method comprising: 
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(a) displaying an icon next to a container shape to represent at least one 
configuration error with respect to a shape contained within the container shape 
(see for example column 15, lines 48-66, FIG. 5, item 504, and related text); and 

(b) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed 
solution to the configuration error (see for example column 7, lines 27-31, column 
15, lines 48-66). 

Claim 19: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 18, further including: 

(c) expanding the container shape to display at least the shape contained within 
the container shape (see for example column 15, lines 23-32); and 

(d) displaying the icon next to a shape contained within the container shape and 
that contains the at least one configuration error (see for example column 15, 
lines 48-66). 

Claim 20: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 18, wherein the at least one 
configuration error comprises a necessary shape that is not connected to the 
shape contained within the container shape (see for example column 15 lines 48- 
66). 

Claim 21: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 18, wherein the at least one 
configuration error comprises configuration parameters set in an inconsistent 
manner (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 22: 
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Okita further discloses the method of claim 21, wherein the inconsistent 
configuration parameters are configuration parameters of the same shape (see 
for example column 11, lines 53-61). 
Claim 23: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 21 , wherein the inconsistent 
configuration parameters are configuration parameters of at least two shapes 
(see for example column 11, lines 53-61). 
Claim 24: 

Okita discloses a method of alerting a user of configuration errors of shapes 
representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the 
method comprising: 

(a) comparing shape configuration parameters of a shape to configuration 
parameter rules to identify configuration errors (see for example column 15, lines 
48-64); 

(b) determining a common error that causes the identified configuration errors 
(see for example column 15, lines 48-64); 

(c) displaying an icon next to a shape to represent the configuration errors (see 
for example column 15, lines 48-64, FIG. 5, item 504, and related text); and 

(d) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed 
solution to the common error (see for example column 1 5, lines 48-64). 
Claim 25: 
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Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises setting a configuration parameter (see for example column 5, 
lines 26-41). 
Claim 26: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises creating a new design element (see for example column 5 
line 57- column 6, line 4). 
Claim 27: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises adding a shape (see for example column 6, lines 58-65). 
Claim 28: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the common error 
comprises a necessary shape that is not connected to the shape in (a) (see for 
example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 29: 

Okita discloses in a computer system (see for example FIG. 1, and related text) 
having a graphical user interface including a display and a user interface 
selection device, a method of indicating configuration errors of elements 
displayed on a visual design surface and representing software artifacts, the 
method comprising: 

(a) displaying a plurality of the elements on the design surface (see for example 
FIG. 4, and related text); 
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(b) displaying an icon next to an element to identify a configuration error 
associated with the element (see for example column 15, lines 48-66); and 

(c) in response to a command from the interface selection device, displaying at 
least one proposed solution to the configuration error (see for example column 
15, lines 48-66). 

Claim 30: 

Okita discloses a computer readable medium (see for example FIG. 1, and 
related text) containing computer executable instructions for causing a computer 
system to perform the steps comprising: 

(a) displaying on a design surface a plurality of shapes representing software 
artifacts (see for example FIG. 4, and related text); 

(b) displaying an icon next to a shape to represent at least one configuration 
error associated with the shape (see for example FIG. 5, item 504, and related 
text); and 

(c) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed 
solution to a configuration error (see for example column 15, lines 48-64). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Andrew Y. Chou whose telephone number is 
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(571) 272-6829. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00 
am - 4:30 pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam, can be reached on (571) 272-3695. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (571) 273 8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed tot eh TC 2100 Group receptionist whose 
telephone number is (571) 272 2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll 
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